meeting of the Conference. The political voting game in the
matter of the Bulgaro-Greek frontier will certainly not be
approved by public opinion in the democratic countries. The
miscalculation made in this political game is obvious. That
is why we confidently say to our friends, the Bulgarians:
1'Bulgarians, rest assured, your frontier will remain invio-
late." (Applause.)
To elucidate the reason for the unsatisfactory course of
the Conference, it is necessary to recall the way many of
the subjects were discussed here. We who formed the mi-
nority felt it our duty to explain our views on all important
questions. We made many an- appeal, endeavouring to evoke
a sense of objectivity, of the need for cooperation.
We believe that a study of these pronouncements will
be of value, for, after all, one has to have in mind not only
the delegates at the Conference, but also the millions of
people who are attentively watching everything that goes
on. in the Palais de Luxembourg. Yet at the Conference even
the most weighty arguments proved of little effect. The
method of persuasion enjoyed neither success nor popular-
ity whenever an opinion did not have the agreement of the
American or British delegation. Regardless of whether a
proposal was right or wrong, if it suited a definite group, it
secured the support of the guaranteed majority of the Anglo-
American bloc. Fbr some reason, things at the Conference
were so arranged that, contrary to alphabetical order, the
delegate of the United iStates was the first to vote, and his
"no" from the start set the keynote in regiard to all pro-
posals submitted by the minority. This, of course, facilitated
the position of a definite (group, ibut it did not create the
requisites necessary to lend weight and authority to the
Conference decisions.
If you verify it, you will see that throughout the Con-
ference the .Soviet delegation did not go back on a single
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